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The international community had great difficulty in finding effective ways to support the troubled country from ending up in chaos once again. Moscow quickly recognized the new interim administration in Bishkek, following months of growing Russian criticism of the Bakiev regime which had lost Russian support through its unreliability. But calls from the new Kyrgyz leadership for the Russians to intervene militarily went unheeded. Also Kyrgyz calls to the CSTO, the Collective Security Treaty Organization (of which Kyrgyzstan is also a member), to provide peacekeeping support remained unanswered, as it became obvious that nobody was interested in burning its fingers in the Kyrgyz turmoil. The crisis undoubtedly came as an unpleasant and unexpected surprise for Kyrgyzstan's neighbour Kazakhstan which this year holds the OSCE Chairmanship. Although Kazakhstan is very proud of its handling of the crisis, the reality may be somewhat more nuanced. Although Kazakhstan undoubtedly played a very active role in the crisis, mediating between the parties and trying to raise support from other actors, at the same time it hermetically closed its borders to Kyrgyzstan for months, thereby damaging the usually very active cross-border trade and normal contacts between the people of the two countries. Apparently it was very afraid of a cross-over of the Kyrgyz virus into authoritarian Kazakhstan itself. The Kazakh President Nazarbaev also did not hide his disgust at the developments in Kyrgyzstan, labeling it, during a speech at a regional conference, as an 'act of banditry', not a revolution. In Bishkek the Kazakh Chair of the OSCE was often acting in tandem with representatives of the EU and the UN, publicly demonstrating a good coordination with other, more powerful international players in its efforts to promote stability in Kyrgyzstan and the Central-Asian region. But at the same time Kazakhstan must have observed with dismay the very far-reaching democratic reforms that the new Kyrgyz leadership introduced in the new constitution which were submitted to a referendum at the end of June and which gave Kyrgyzstan the most democratic, parliamentary political system in the whole region. This sharply contrasts with the Kazakh developments, where Parliament recently declared Nazarbaev to be 'the leader of the nation' without any limitation on the term of his presidency and guaranteeing him immunity from prosecution for any possible crime after he would leave office in the future.
Not only the OSCE Chairmanship has been busy with the Kyrgyz crisis, also other OSCE institutions have been actively involved. It even resulted in a very rare early warning signal from the OSCE High Commissioner on National Minorities on the 12th of June, the day after the start of the bloody events in the south of Kyrgyzstan. The HCNM has only once previously issued an early warning, i.e. in 1999 during the Kosovo war in relation to internal developments in Macedonia. An early warning is officially supposed to indicate that a situation is likely to escalate into violence, urgently requiring a response from the OSCE community. Not everybody fully understood the reasoning behind the early warning on this occasion, since violence had already widely erupted and was known throughout the world. Some observers therefore considered that this early warning was somewhat
